redefined "disease" as a spectrum from the ontological to the physiological since antiquity.4 Researching on the history of disease concepts, British medical historian Adrian Wilson further distinguishes the naturalist-realist perspective of disease as ahistorical from the historicalist-conceptualist approach to disease as contingent.5 Adopting the latter approach on "the premise that diseases are historically situated, socially defined, and culturally meaningful," American historian of Chinese medicine Marta Hanson relates disease concepts to individual illness narratives: "Disease concepts both structured patients' narratives of illness and led physicians to decide what part of what they said was objectively pertinent."6
As Wilson concludes his article with an aspiration for a comparative study of the Western and Chinese or Ayurvedic medical traditions,7 the Chinese conception of disease remains an emerging field for further investigation beyond the scope of this volume. Where historian of Chinese medical literature Fan Xingzhun 范行准 (1906-98) has published two pioneering works in this regard in the 1980s,8 here I just want to trace the modern compound word for Janet Golden (New Brunswick, n.j.: Rutgers University Press, 1992), xxiii, Rosenberg distinguishes disease from illness in terms of "biological event versus socially negotiated construction." Yet later, in her Lovers and Livers: Disease Concepts in History (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2005), 5-14, Canadian medical historian Jacalyn Duffin differentiates illness, as subjective suffering on the part of individual patients, from the objective disease that conceptualizes illnesses as ideas-ideas that are governed by epistemology. As a matter of fact, the "illness/disease" dichotomy is so arbitrary that Adrian Wilson, in his "On the History of Disease-concepts: The Case of Pleurisy," History of Science 38 (2000): 311n69, aptly summarizes: "Both words are so elastic that it can be made in many different ways, or avoided altogether, according to one's rhetorical purposes" (my emphasis).
